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ctlfui-y TTcf 

( C^jRjI-rtl rcTHI‘1 ) 

( yidpHft TJcf TTST^T VlycF ) ' 

4TET ( PtUlfiJch TWTOT ) 

Tf fp#, 15 SRRJR;, 2009 

f^44:- xftp pr.trt., vrrrqpT, m ttr 44 arararr rft tT Pi4iftd 41544 4cf 
ftpfe ^ 3TRTRff 7l TRtftW qRRrctsft 4TRI eft fVlW TPftSTT I 

4. 15/5/2009--g^hrgt._ ^cT: 1995- 3 441 7Pfrf£!cf ft4T^ecb 3Tf^rf^R 44 

'rflHIsjc’cb (lifter cfTpl efft 4^M, 44 47 4T54M 44 3HcbcH,' YUiBP 44 erfeJ 

. ftijfoJT) 1995 it £414 3 TSRt ^4 4Tft44& ^ ^ P4JPT., 44414, 

ctstt tri (ftp# wwicf ^ 44i t) 4t jjot <£ sram 4?f £ 

4ct f^Ffd (f^Rt 444444RT -mg cf^ cPBT PJT t) <£ 44441 47 f^4T4> 22 f%4*«K 2004 eft 
3Tf&^xTTf % 14/22/2003-^^ 3I7T [^444437 4T44M SJcRl eFTlft eft f^tPlf^T £ft sft tft 
4R4 7RcJ47 £RT tp4'ftT44T4W ^5 f^4T4> 21 4lft, 2005 ^ft ^rftRJTFn 71. 30/2005 gRT 
3TfMftcT tel 44T 2JJ ( 

2. TPftfST 44T vriixj sy\h3TT4 34J7t£T: 

sfa to' 1995 3 pm ^frfem (TfstreH) sifstPm, 1975 srjrr rR 

3TfSf7tft4 4!ddM ^ecfj 7ft 4^ft cfRRT 4 feRJT 444 4t 4? 3#ft4R cf5t dlft^ ft 4T4 eft 'eft 

TRTlf^l 47 f^P?Wl41 ft PTprn afk 44^44 PUl4l<lofl ft mtelfr ft 4lddM ^ge=f> 44 3lfftft44 
44ft TTftt cjft 3447441 eft 444-7144 47 RftfaT 4Rft 4>t 3ft«4 4ft 4ft t I 

3ft7 Ref: 4T447ftt cl4R 4 4^ ^ ?t4 47 .7[^[ vHTRl 4?t f^-iicf> 4 4^, 

2009 R4 21 SRReT, 2009 eRT %TTpft 44 ^ 44 ^f, f^R^T 44^71 fcFRT 44T 84 
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ETfAEE$ £RT Aldi^c<E 3TfAfAEE E>t ETRT 9^(5) c£ dcRfcT E? 3AAR*E4 Ed% <£ eA?E A fA> 

eet eftA A TTr^Rtefr ^e wet cr^j «n^-iR etee eA arfcr ettA t?A 3teet 

'^TE^fcl AtA cjft EWTEEI t, fAdfEcE eANE EdA EE fAdR fAdE EfT EFT t 3fft EdA ^ WeT A 
* w^ ^?ff fcf^q Tyir 3 tteeA 3fft 3 eete A eNAAe etse, EfA dAf At, eA mEEAAt ?jdE cfft 
EdlfkT E> EETE E? Add A EJdET EdrA cfTf 3EjAd %ET EET SR i 

3fR EE: AdA eAAEkET fES^td fcTO, 162, Add ltd, Af. 3dAddR (AeTdcA 
A^), ^-411001, «fr fAdTcE.22 fAWR, 2004 E> ^[d 3tfcF v5TT=r EMTE A dAc| ElftE t, A 3TE 
Ed IAeIe^ dAted A^ t^rt: setter EifAEi ee^t e# eA t I 

stk ee: euARt tAdA eee RTTETdE A Re ETfAEE (fAfcTer) A. 16893/06 3 f^w 
1.11.2007 TJTT Rpofcr A EEE AfA?:- 

‘ (e>) Ruikch eAAet 3AAetA t i 

fti) fAEEiEEft <£ fAEE 23 A fAdftAr yifh^i e> ste^tr Pt u n4cp EAten eA eeA 

artfefcT t I 

ETEAVe fAdft E^d RTIdleW ^ EM-Jdd dlAd ET 3EJ2RR A ETfAEEA ddd efft WlfET ^ 

EdA A #E dd.EE., dTER, ttc[ T$tf\u Ad ET E> 3TEET EFT A RiARd ET^EE Fof 

R j Re A 3tteteT e> Add A etee Ed erfer ettA tfA 3teet eeeA eri^Rt ftA eA did erA et 
tcR RAAEE2 dAtefT did eA TJEEgRT ^53M cfj^cf t I 

3. ‘RtTRI#! WTR TfET'^nTH ER^: 

^ ^Rr ^w[cf stRrjert ^ ^cqj^ 4Y RmR feBEn ^it sit afk ^ araJi^Rcfj 
f^ j iA'd/7ETEf> vsfr ^ we, errfRrEE me ^ti Mbl d i/'E^Rn/^l^ irmE wpt 
E^TT t ETETR ^ cfTf&rf^raE ^'3ffE^iT^ 3T2TET 3TRTCE STTcRTI^ 

E^ Ec^ ftTTife 3Tarai f^TE 3TSTET Ecf R J lA'd E>BT EMT t “ ^ ^ ^ 

RfMT W STT eRe cPEfcn# ^ EkR EMTEEA E RrEWf ERI f^ERTEjRf WTTE EE 
3cMT EET 2TT 3ffT ET? E^ ^ ET^EE Ecf RPtAe ^ 3TT^IEtf^E EE EE^Afe^ M eA EEE 
cA EIeA Ar ETF7 72srA EE 3 ^Ae RFETT EET ET feE ETfEE Ec^ IAeAe EE RPhR| Tjg- \jqzfTE 
^T^Tef: AtE 3EJ?RM 3T2 AcT 3EETAfRe, EE^AfeE EE 3 A?AiAcE 31EEERA 1%ET RTET t 3fR 
EE^fTR E^ fAnfaRsId #lMA 3EMEf EtET t :- 

(E5) 3ikAfAcE A^, fuRTEE EEAt ^cKIdl^d fjH^T, EE^cE 3 ?Ae EET 3EE 3tAe^ aTJSPM. A 
fepET EEET t; 

(21) cEkARe fARTEE EEtE E#d eAeA EETEeA eA ETEAeAet A RpET EEET t, 3fR 

(e) 3iielARc| ite, fuRTEE EETE 3TTElArfeE A^E EEI 3EE RfRE 2A A^E E> RtAdW A f^Ef 

EEET t ! • 

3E%cE 7A A ^cf 3TfRrE EftE eRrFT A 3EEtA1AE EET EEEARcE 3T^EEtE ElA ETfEE Ed 
fAnAE eA bet IAet et 1 ecAeet eee e^ ReAee? efAee A sfk fAEMAAr eeee E^t t fA^ ^jd 
did A “dlERAfAE EET EEEAfecE Mi eA 2fP5ER EifeET Ed %tAe " ^ Ed A eReiIAe %ET 
EET t I 



[ ‘‘TFT l—1 J 


TO FT WFT ; TFMRT 


f%4T4%t4 trrs 473 % tr^s 4f *J4 4ft 3T44T 4Si % PrUtr 4733 % 4 ! tftts 474 % 
t I ^ f%44l4oft 4 ! <$$ <£ %tS7 4^ 67ft4 SR! 66Trf%6 704^ 47^3% 4% TRfS" M/^-4FTT 
% 3TT4Tl%4 47^3% 4> 7447 ^ FFTT 44 7?T t I ' 

47%4 SRI 744^ 47^3% sfR 7W %sfi. 7t 344lfcI4 « 4f 4%% STcR 

4# W -W f j 34%44> SRI vJcqrf^cT 744IS 477J% 3TT4Tf%4 4644 7% StM^RB cfSTT cTSo^tsft 
7t 4f%77jT4%t4 t, 3T4: 7444 47g 4% ^ TJ^ ^1 TTTcft t I 4Tf%44%t % 4T4T % % f^M 
. % 4T4T 7J44T cfc 344T7 4? ^ 4 ^ cR^i snurfiffi 6444 4? 7T4T4 # I 3T74 4Tf%44%t 44 

3Tf%44 t fcfr 6B%4 SRI WITf^T 47g4 7RT 7F47S %?% $ f^mffcRT 477^ 4T647t%t f^I'Mcff 
4> f%7R 2(4) 4f 34% <£ ?to 7464 477^ f I 

4. Tflf^TcT %?T: 


■ 4%4T4 RfoifacB 76ft§4 4 STTftoT ^r %t4 4R.4R, WTR, 424 2J7W4 7T4 t f%Ff 

7444 cfTgT 44T t I 

5. *' vara ^raflr: 

4%474 TFfteTT 4> ^RfRRTRf 644 STcrf^F 01.04.2008 % 31.03.2009 t. J 424f% ffTfcf 
f^RFT % 4^ 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08 624 444 3141% 4% ?4f%cT fcfTSTT RfT^TT i 

6. srf^rm: 


f%4fc6 22 f%7F47, 2004 4% 3lf%7J44[ 7T. 14/22/2003-^t^ SRI 46%t 3ffcPT 444 
4R4I4 4ft TTta 44 f%%4 4R% 44 f%464 21 4T%, 2005 4% 7frHl^r4> 3Tf%7J44T 71. 30/2005 
SRT 3tfcP=T ^64? 6T4T4 vSfT% 4f 134714 PTf%44% TtajeS? £Rr (tMer) 3Tf%f%44, 1995 74 
#FT4?4 'tRR (4Tf%cT 47753% 4ft MB4I4, 44 47 41444%! ^e4> 44 344444, . 7 T 4 F 4 44 
WtdT ) RmiTcft, 1995 4f 3RTO % RB 74%T 4R% c% foTCJ % 44T 7T4^ S?lt ^ ^el 4% 
34T4T 4BT $ f%4?fcT4 744^ 4743% c% 3444% c% 744% % 41447l%t 7p4> 7R44 44Rt 4 % 4fM% 
4T44 44 4ft 4,T7i^ixI % #ft, TPftw 444 4% 744SRT ^344 4>7% t I TP%T % f%4t4 22 
1^7447, 2004 4%' 3rf%7£44T 7T. 14/22/2003-^W (*£FT 444 c% 3tf%4 444 4l^4T4) c% 4%1 
4B^3% 4% TTTRrcT fcpRTT 44T t I 5fTf%44% SRI 44^44 %44TR 3 3 rR^RsIcI 4%^ 4RI44J 4% 
44^44 Rr44T4e% c% 31^747 4^ ^B%4 414% ^T 3R414 t, 44 lRs 4R4 % 7P4S 47g3% 4> 
-64444 % 4444 R|75 orjqiF t I 

7. 7j44T SR^tT 4R4T 

%?fr C% RrafcTSff, 44^ %4I 4ft 4744% 4% 44^ 4R4 f^I4 ^44R% c% 4TE44 % 
44T 4T74 % ^4 ^4^ ^ W RrsWt 4 5rat44T3% 3ft7 4^ 6B%4 4% fRstRrf 4T47T 441 cRtcff 


V 
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rT rtf1%h rjfft- FRgF fr^ sffr srat Rfn'I RT Fft Pi+diciRsid Fct fr M 

FRI^ ^ FTFFT Rt FF-^t T P? if ;- 

Pif&F Fiterft 

FIcRMI' TJF R7FTB FcFi qglft^lTcTO, 
ctlf&tuq ^afm ™, 
cjrtei f^rwT, 

RFFt FFH, fftrcft - 110011 
3uRT: 91-11-23061377 

3RT cjft^ TT^TcfTT^ -3^ faqfRcf FIRFT cT^TT fUfT Rt 3T*Fft RJFFT PtHfciftTF 3TFfSr Ft 

TftFR FRFF FR RTFkTT t I . 

r 

8. RTFF-RftFT 

FdFM RFftSTT Rt RR^F F^tf 'fit RJFFT FFI R3FFT:f RR^t SFJRtF ?RT PR ftvj|c||41| FR, 
FTT^ FB FT^FFit FTt fR? 3Tf^JxRT Ft HF>ISH F?f FT%5 Rt FIoflF (40) faff Ft ^ftcR 

FF^FF tTcT FR FTFT #T RTF i fR MRcT 3TFf^T Ft iftFR Rtf RJFHT FTFT Fft Btcft 3TFFT TFjft 
RJFFf FPF Btcft t, Ft fftf^F FTf§TFRft, FF?|FF ftWFeft F> 3FJRRR ft, fftFRf ft FFoRI F«ft 
Ft 3TTFR FR qRuilH Rft FR RTFftt f ! 

9. 3HI]44k 3TTHR FR RJFFT FRFF FRFT: 

fftFH 7 Ft 3TFRTR ff'ciF£ FRRTRT ft 3Tftf§TH # 1% ft FTfftFRft ftft FFR FtFfttF R£FFT FF 
3TWttF RTTRTRT FRgF Fft 3ftR Ffft ftRft R£FHT ftft Flft FSTFFR Fft RTF ft ftRft RJRFT FF RTTRIRT 
Fftt FFTFT RT RTFRT Bt, Ft \dFcft FFRRt FF fftFRR FR<^d FRFT 3PtfftF if ! 

10. RTTFRfftcb FFfcT FH fftftaRT: 

fftFF 6(7} Ft 3T^RTRR ft Fftf ftl f%FF£ FSTFFR 3FF fifFRB FRFFRT BTRT FRFRT RTRF Ft 
3HfraftF FTF FTcft RTTftRfftFT FF^ef FF FR RTFFF t I FFTef ^f, RBT F^tf flFFTg 

FSTFFF 3TTFFFFT R^FTI FR^T % FFT FRFT t 3TSTFT 3FF2TT TjfxfF 3TFf^T F? ^t?R 5R^F F^t 

FRFT 3TSTFT F1F 4 3TRrf^FT FTFT BTFFFT t, eft Frf^FF^t 3TF^T FTRT RFcRF cRzff 3FFR FR 3TF^ 
RTF mRuih F^ FR RTFTet t 3ltR c^|r RTRFFR F7T ^Rft %FFf^F FR RTF^eT f, f^t ^ RFFFF 
RTFBTef # I ■ 


3TR. T^TeFT, f-lRfe TflftRdF 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 


(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 
Initiation Notification (Sunset Review) 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 2009 


Sub: Sunset Review of Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of 

Mica Pearl Pigment from China PR, Japan, USA & European Urfion. 

No. i 5/5/2 009-dgad .— Whereas the Designated Authority, having regard to the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff {identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, recommended imposition of definitive Anti Dumping 
Duty on imports of Mica Pearl Pigment (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) 
originating in or exported from China PR, Japan, USA <& European Union (hereinafter 
referred as subject countries), vide Notification No. 14/22/2003-DGAD dated 22 nd 
December, 2004 and such definitive duty was imposed by the Govt, of India vide Customs 
Notification No. 30/2005 dated 21 st March, 2005. . ' 

2. Request for Review and Initiation: 

AND WHEREAS in terms of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 the Anti Dumping Duty imposed shall unless revoked earlier, cease to 
have effect on expiry of five years from the date of such imposition and the Rules supra 
require the Authority to review from time to time, the need for continued imposition of Anti 
Dumping Duty. 

AND WHEREAS following the completion of 4 years of the anti dumping duty 
imposed, alert letters dated 4 lh May,2009 and 21 st August,2009 were sent to the domestic 
industry stating that the Designated Authority is contemplating to. undertake Sunset 
Review, under Section 9A(5) of Customs Act with a view to ascertain whether the 
cessation of the anti dumping duty in this case is likely to lead to continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury and they were requested to give full information 
regarding extent of imports from subject countries and evidence relating to dumping, if 
any, and impact of cessation of the anti dumping duty in this case. 


AND WHEREAS rvi/s. Sudarsnan Cnemicais industries Ltd., 162, Sangam Brdige 
Dr. Ambedkar Road, (Wellesley Road), Pune - 411001,who was the domestic industry in 
the original Final Findings dated 22 nd December, 2004' have so far not filed duly 
substantiated petition for Sunset Review . 


. X- 
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And whereas the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in Writ Petition (Civil) No. 16893/06 
vide Judgement dated 1.11.2007 has held that 

« / 

“(a) Sunset Review is mandatory 

(b) Sunset Review is required to be conducted in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Rule 23 of the Rules” 

Pursuant to the above said Order of the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi, the Authority hereby 
initiates this Sunset Review investigation to examine the likelihood of continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury on imports of Mica Pearl Pigment originating in or 
exported from China PR, Japan, USA & European Union on the event of cessation of the 
duty. 

3. Product under consideration and Like Article: 

In the original Initiation Notification the product was considered and described as 
“certain inorganic pigments/colouring agents giving lustrous/shinning/frosted effects, such 
pearl scent effects, metallic effects, commercially known in the market place as Titanium 
Dioxide or Iron Oxide coated Mica Pearl Pigment or Pearl Luster Pigments or Pearl 
Pigment" and during the course of investigation the issue regarding the product under 
consideration was raised by the exporters and importers and requested for exclusion of 
automotive and cosmetic grades of Mica Pearl Pigment stating that Mica Pearl Pigment is 
manufactured and used for three applications mainly automotive, cosmetic and industrial 
applications and accordingly are available in following three grades; 

(a) industrial grade used for textile printing, plastic industries and many 
more industrial applications, 

(b) cosmetic grade used in colour cosmetics and toiletries, and 

(c) automotive grade used for manufacture of automotive paint and other 

paints. 

The Authority in the original Final Findings excluded Mica Pearl Pigment for 
automotive and cosmetic applications. The present investigation is a Sunset Review and. 
the product under consideration remains the same as has been defined in the original 
investigation “Mica Pearl Pigment excluding automotive and cosmetic grades”. 

The subject goods under consideration are like articles to the goods originating in or 
exported from the subject countries. Subject goods produced by the domestic industry are 
being treated as Like Articles to the goods imported from the subject countries/territories 
within the meaning of the Rules. 

There was no difference found between the subject goods manufactured by the 
domestic industry and the imported product from subject countries. The subject goods 
produced by the applicant are commercially and technically substitutable to the imported 
product and hence conditions of like article are satisfied. The Authority found that 
the domestic subject goods are similar to the imported product based on the information 
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received from the exporters. The Authority, therefore, held that the goods produced by the 
domestic industry and those exported from the subject countries are like article within the 
meaning of the Rule 2(d) of AD Rules. 

4. Countries involved: 

< 

The territories/countries involved in the present Sunset Review are China PR, 
Japan, USA & European Union, (referred to as subject countries hereinafter). 

5. Period of Investigation: 

The Period of Investigation for the purpose of the present review is from 
01.04.2008 to 31.03.2009. However, injury analysis shall cover the period 2005-06, 
2006-07, 2007-08 and POI. 

6. Procedure: 

Having, decided to review the Final Findings issued vide Notification No. 
14/22/2003-DGAD dated 22 nd December, 2004 and final duty imposed vide Customs 
Notification No. 30/2005 dated 21 st March, 2005, the Authority hereby initiates 
investigations to review whether cessation of Anti Dumping duty is likely to lead to 
recurrence of Dumping and injury on imports of subject goods originating in or exported 
from subject countries in accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and 
the Customs Tariff (Identification/Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995. The review covers ail 
aspects of Notification No. 14/22/2003-DGAD dated 22 nd December, 2004 (Final Findings 
of the original investigations). The Authority proposes to consider domestic producer as 
mentioned in paragraph 3 above as domestic industry in accordance with the Rules supra 
as they constitute the major proportion of the production of the subject goods in India. 

7. Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, the Governments of subject countries through 
their Embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned with the 
product and the domestic industry, are being addressed separately to submit relevant 
information in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the 
Designated Authority at the following address: 

' Government of India 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry 
The Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 
Department of Commerce ^ 

Room No.240, Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110107. 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 
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8. Time Limit: 

m ^ 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should 
be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later 
than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this Notification, if no information 
is received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is incomplete, the 
Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record 
in accordance with the Rules supra. 

9. Submission of information on Non-confidential basis: 

In terms of Rule 7 the interested parties are required to submit non-confidential 
summary of any confidential information provided to the Authority and if in the opinion of 
the party providing such information, such information is not susceptible to summary, a 
statement of reason thereof is required to be provided. 

10. Inspection of public file: 

Any interested party may inspect the public file containing non-confidential version 
of the evidence submitted by other interested parties in terms of Rule 6 (7). In case where 
an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 
information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the 
Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


■ R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager. Government of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
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